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A special House subcommit- 
tee was urged yesterday to 
shore up the right to privacy 
before it gets swallowed up by 
Government computers. 

Witnesses at the opening 
of hearings on proposals for 
a computerized Government 
data center assailed the plan 
as a “threat to individual lib- 
erty,” a harbinger of Big 
Brother, and a mechanized 
j suffocation of the American 
dream. 

“The file beepers of Wash- 
ington have derogatory infor- 
mation of one sort or another 
on literally millions of citi- 
zens,” author Vance Packard 
told the subcommittee. 

“A person has a right not to 
be defamed whether it’s by a 
machine or by a person,”” 
added a Yale Law School pro- 
fessor who followed him to the 
witness table. 

Charles A. Reich, Yale pro- 
fessor on constitutional law, 
suggested a set of laws to pre- 
vent Government agencies as 
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Packard: Views with alarm. 

•well as credit bureaus and pri- 
vate employers from delving 
as deeply as they do into 
private lives. 

There are some questions, 
Reich said, “that are just no- 
body’s business . . . the things 
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I that go on. between a man and 
i his wife, for instance.” 

| Chairman Cornelius Galla- 
gher (D-N.J.) said the Subeom- 
mitte was considering, at the 
least, legislation that would 
give individuals the right to 
inspect what dossiers the Gov- 
ernment has on them, both to 
check them for accuracy and 
to provide an opportunity to 
I rebut derogatory information. 
Calls Issue Urgent 

He called the issue “urgent” 
in light of the data center pro- 
posal. 

While the center has been 
billed as an impersonal aid 
for Government planners and 
efficiency experts, Gallagher 
said he feared it would prove 


a “foot-iii-the-door proposition” 
that could eventually produce 
individual case histories on 
any citizen. 

The Center would consoli- 
date statistics now scattered in 


various Agencies and depart- 
ments, sjich as the Internal 
Revenue Service, the Social 
Security Administration and 


the Census Bureau. 

Gallaglier said he under- 
stood several hundred thou- 
sand dollars in Budget Bureau 


contingency funds have been 


earmarked to start the pro- 
gram. Its proponents have 
maintained that adequate 


safeguards for individual pri- 
vacy could be programmed 
into the system. 


“Real protection in this 
world comes not from people’s 
good intentions, but from the 
law,” said Reich, dissenting. 

“My own hunch,” Packard 
said, “is that Big Brother, if 
he ever comes to these United 
States, may turn out to be not 
a greedy power seeker but 
rather a relentless bureaucat 
obsessed with efficiency.” 
Assurances Recalled 
At the outset of the Social 
Security program, Packard re- 
minded the subcommittee, “we 
were assured that our Social 
Security number would be 
guarded as a secret so that no 
one could possibly use it to 
keep track of our movements.” 
At one point Gallagher said 


the Subcommittee was “per- 
haps getting prematurely 
overheated” over the data 
center proposal. Packard dis- 
agreed. “I think you should be 
seared stiff,” he said. 

Reich felt the center could 1 
lead to “a Nation of people 
who are afraid.” The professor 
said he is constantly getting 
forms to fill out, from Gov- 
ernment and private industry, 
for former students who give 
him as a job reference. 

The Peace Corps, he said, 
asks for ratings on “emotion- 
al maturity.” The Navy asks 
for a rating on the applicant’s 
“attitude toward carrying out, 
desires of those in authority.” 

“I’m asked again and again 
for judgments far outside my 


ability,” Reich said. “I’m not 
so easy to work with. When I 
say ‘unsatisfactory’, maybe 
I’m the one who’s unsatisfac- 
tory.” 

Yet the information goes to 
the Government, gets filed 
away, perhaps turned to other 
purposes after it becomes out- 
dated “and no one on earth 
can change it,” he said. Reich 
said he considers the secrecy 
of the personnel-rating process 
“denial of the constitutional 
right to confront (an accuser), 
to question, to rebut. . . .” 

Without new laws protecting 
the right to privacy, he said, 
“we will begin to lose what 
we like best in the American 
character: people who are 

willing to speak up.” 


